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Sylvia Meagher, 1921 1988 : 

It is a sad duty to report that Sylvia Meagher died on January 14 in 
New York. She had been in declining health for some time, and succumbed to 
"complications from the flu" (according to the New York Times). Before her 
retirement, she worked for the World Health Organization at the U.N. for 31 
years, serving as a senior liaison officer. She is survived by three nieces, 
and by many friends among the critics. 

The brief NYT obituary noted that "she wrote three books that pointed to 
major inconsistencies in the United States Government’s findings in the 
assassination of President John F. Kennedy." (16 Jan, #1989.1) Although 
Sylvia was not given to exaggeration, that is too much of an understatement. 
Her 1967 book, "Accessories after the Fact," can still serve as one of the 
best introductions to the case. Her writings combined an exceptional concern 
for accuracy with a passionate and reasoned defense of the presumption that 
Lee Harvey Oswald was innocent. 

Sylvia was always generous with her time and efforts. Even the FBI 
recognized the value of her WC index, as noted in Russ Stetler’s foreword to 
the HSCA indexes she compiled with Gary Owens. Stetler wrote that "Sylvia 
Meagher's index to the volumes not only enabled many researchers to get to 
work, pushed them over the first hurdle, so to speak; her efforts also 
provided a model of scholarly rigor and selfless personal dedication which has 
only grown more stunning with the passage of time." 

In his preface to the 1976 reissue of "Accessories after the Fact," Sen. 
Richard Schweiker called the book "by far the most meticulous and compelling 
indictment of the Warren Commission Report," and "instrumental in finally 
causing" the new inquiry by himself and Sen. Gary Hart. Sylvia was also one 
of the ten critics who participated in a 1977 conference with the HSCA staff. 

Peter Scott writes that he is "only one of many who were drawn to the 
case by -Sylvia's example. The solidity and elegance of her arguments became a 
significant challenge to the official mythology about the case. Let us hope 
for all of our sakes that, with the passage of time, Sylvia's work will be 
given its best tribute, by being brought to a successful conclusion." 

The next issue of "The Third Decade" will include additional remarks from 
Sylvia's colleagues. 

Arch Kimbrough: 

Larry Harris reports that Arch Kimbrough of Dallas suffered a fatal heart 
attack on January 28. He was one of the core group of Dallas critics from the 
beginning. At his own insistence, his name was not widely known. (His help 
was acknowledged in Henry Hurt's book.) He freely shared his ideas and 
information, including the painstaking task he undertook with Mary Ferrell, 
transcribing and analyzing the recordings of Dallas Police transmissions. 


Coverage of the 25th anniversary : 

The past few months have been particularly busy for me. In addition to 
the strenuous media blitz, my programming job at U.C. has been unusually 
demanding. I have fallen far behind in my correspondence, as many of you 
know. I am not so far behind with requests for copies - especially from 
people who are sharing material - so do not hesitate to ask for items, even 
those not yet listed, if you have a special need for them. 

Not only was I unable to get an issue of EOC out quickly, I have not 
yet sorted through - conceptually or physically - the material generated in 
November. My impression is that the ratio of TV to print coverage was 
particularly high, and that the range in quality of the TV coverage was 
remarkably large. Several transcripts are available for $3 each from Journal 



Graphics (267 Broadway, NY NY 10007), including ABC Nightline (with John 
Connally and James Reston Jr.) and Oprah on November 22, and Geraldo on 
November 22 and 23. (#2-5, respectively 4, 6, 6 and 6 pages.) These programs 

had noteworthy guests and allegations mixed in with some wondrous strangeness. 

My thanks to everyone who has sent material or called with information. 
You have provided a good selection of newspaper clippings, which I hope to 
start listing soon. If you know of any items of special interest, 
particularly in magazines, please do not assume I already know about them. 

You can simply mention such items on a postcard. 

_A superficial look at some of the best new material; 

For various reasons, I am in a rather cranky mood, so I don't feel 
capable of picking out all the good recent information for this issue. Much 
valuable analysis has been done; the next two sections touch on some of it. 

I intend to get back to these items when I can give them the careful attention 
they deserve. 
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Appropriately, Nova's program on the physical evidence did not try to 
deliver on its title ("Who Shot President Kennedy?") and gave much attention 
to the medical evidence, particularly as it relates to David Lif ton's 
analysis. But one hour was not long enough. The text (#6, 15 pp.) is $5 from 
Nova Transcripts, P.0. Box 322, Boston, MA 02134 (show #1518). 

For background on KRON-TV’s program, see 10 E0C 3.6. There was much of 
interest on the Lif ton hypothesis; I -need more time to digest it. Jonathan 
Kwitny hosted an hour show, mostly on the Mafia hypothesis, with appearances 
by John Davis, David Scheim, David Belin, and Arlen Specter. These two 
programs have not been broadcast nationally, and I have no transcripts, just 
tapes, clippings, and notes. The tapes might be available through AARC. 

Does anyone want to prepare part of a transcript? 




"Mafia Kingfish,” by John Davis ; 

This book may well be the best source on Carlos Marcello's "life and 
crimes" (the original subtitle), but it should not be the last word on his 
possible role in the JFK assassination. It started out as another of Davis' 
family biographies, and the emphasis in the subtitle on the JFK assassination 
was a late development. His claim is that he strengthened the HSCA's case 
against Marcello, not that he established it beyond doubt. 

The most obvious problem is that there are almost no specific source 
references. Davis h as advised EOC that the decis ion to omit f ootn otes _xas the 
publisher's, not his. It was done for reasons of spaceT~of course, detailed 
references were compiled and the lawyers reviewed them extensively. When time 
\ permits, Jbavis intends to make the references to his source material - except 
y-the confidential parts - available to the critical community. 

Some aspects of the book struck me as exceptionally strong, particularly 
the narrative about Marcello's life and legal battles during the Kennedy 
Administration. Davis fleshes out the familiar facts about Marcello's 
.deportation by RFK and his subsequent legal battles, and suggests, in a 
plausible way, how Marcello might have perceived and reacted to these events. 

For example, Davis thinks through David Ferrie's well-known claim that he 
J^xAwent to Marcello's farm on two November 1963 weekends to discuss legal 

strategy, and argues impressively that - in light of what we know about the 
actual trial strategy - there , was _ no plausible role for Ferrie in it. (This 
is a new analysis, I think. But Davl^errs’iri saying [ p r^4G2]"‘that he FBI 
did not tell the WC about those meetings; they were mentioned in CD 75.) 

The book includes an extensive analysis of primary sources on the FBI's 
BRILAB case against Marcello. That case certainly illustrates Marcello's 
ability to join in a major criminal enterprise. 



Davis’ bottom line is a circumstantial case against Marcello. Two of 
Marcello's associates allegedly hinted (or boasted) that they had "taken care 
of" JFK and RFK. If FBI informant Joe Hauser is to be believed - a very big 
"if" - Marcello admitted knowing Dutz Murret and Oswald, and said Oswald 
worked for his bookmaking operation as a runner in 1963. (Pp. 522-3) 

My impression of the material on the JFK assassination is that Davis' 
stories and sources are a mixture of good and bad, and of old and new. There 
is a lot of familiar and solid material. There are some stories which are not 
widely known but which I know to be solid because I happen to have the source 
documents. Some allegations have been around for a while, and I am confident 
I could have talked Davis out of them if I had seen more than a small portion 
of the manuscript before publication. Thus, unfamiliar allegations, including 
some intriguing ones, are impossible for me to evaluate. 

For my taste, there is too much about Oswald impostors, too strong an 
emphasis on Hoover's personal role in the investigation, and too indirect 
arguments about people (like LBJ) being mob-connected as if that were the most 
illuminating explanation of their actions. On some occasions, Davis carefully 
qualifies his arguments and suggests alternatives; I wish he could have gotten 
around the time and space constraints to include such discussions of many 
other specific points. 

One assassination-related report which is emphasized and fully documented 
is a sighting of Oswald getting money from the owner of the Town and Country 
Restaurant. I was not particularly impressed by this allegation when I ran 
across it in my CD files and passed it on to Davis. But as we learned more 
about the FBI's apparently inadequate response, that aspect became undoubtedly 
interesting. Even though this allegation came from a source who was not eager 
to talk and apparently did not know of the owner's link to Marcello, problems 
with the sighting remain, such as the uncertain date and "Oswald's" woman 
companion. The possibility that money was passed to Oswald in connection with 
some routine work he did for Marcello is intriguing, more so than the notion 
that he was being paid off as part of an assassination plot. Davis quotes the 
key FBI documents, and I can provide all 21 pages I have. (#1989.7) The 
source, who is understandably still reluctant to talk, was contacted by KRON. 
This deserves additional followup, and there should be more documents 
retrievable from FBI files. 

There is much more in the book worth pursuing. For example, Davis makes 
me wonder about Howard Willens as the dog who did not bark. Since he was 
detailed to the Warren Commission from his job as a Justice Department lawyer 
involved with organized-crime-related matters (at least, the Hof fa case), 
there must be interesting reasons (personal or bureaucratic) for the fact that 
he did not forcefully bring Marcello to the Commission' s atten tion. History 
faculty ancTgraduate studeirtst there^is' prdbably~material for ~a~thesis in the 
released Justice Department, Warren Commission, and FBI files. 

Dealing with particularly controversial allegations: 

I hear that at Cyril Wecht's Pittsburgh conference there was some debate 
about whether critics should refrain from criticizing each other. Defenders 
of the Warren Report are now a small minority and certainly not the only 
obstacle as we attempt to sort out the evidence, so I think we need not hide 
our disagreements, particularly in a newsletter like this. 

"On the Trail of the Assassins," by Jim Garrison: 

This is an important book, and persuasive, but not at all in the ways the 
author intended. I am now firmly convinced that Sylvia Meagher was on the 
right track when she wrote the epilogue to "Accessories After the Fact" in 
June 1967: "In advocating a new investigation, I do not have in mind the 

inquiry in progress in New Orleans.... I must admit that at the beginning, 

Mr. Garrison's rhetoric was disarming. . . „ But as the Garrison investigation 
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continued to unfold, it gave cause for increasingly serious misgivings about 
the validity of his evidence, the credibility of his witnesses, and the 
scrupulousness of his methods. The fact that many critics of the Warren 
Report have remained passionate advocates of the Garrison investigation, even 
condoning tactics which they might not condone on the part of others, is a 
matter for regret and disappointment." 

As suggested in earlier EOC's, I think students of the assassination need 
to pay attention to Garrison's prosecution of Clay Shaw. At least the case 
against Shaw is presented in this book, unlike "Heritage of Stone," which 
Garrison published in 1970 - when Shaw was alive and likely to sue. But it is 
not much of a case - the testimony of Perry Russo is about as good as it gets. 

I sensed the same ambiguity about Shaw's role that Garrison expressed in 
a 1986 letter to Ted Gandolfo, which left the impression that discussing 
Shaw's homosexuality was a worse smear than accusing him of conspiring to kill 
Kennedy. (8 EOC 2.5) Garrison seems to believe now that Oswald might have 
been innocent; it is not clear what he really believed when he charged Shaw 
with conspiring with Oswald. The book's subtitle is "My Investigation and 
Prosecution of the Murder [not "the Murderer"] of President Kennedy." But 
Garrison does not disavow his prosecution of Shaw. 

Garrison's handling of Shaw's alleged connections to Ferrie is parti- 
cularly upsetting. It is worse than gay-baiting - he relentlessly avoids 
examining the obvious possibility, that they met each other socially. 

Garrison is certainly sensitive about allegations of homosexuality. 

He recounts an alleged attempt to set him up in an apparent homosexual 
encounter in a Los Angeles airport bathroom, as he sat fully clothed in a 
stall - as was his custom, to read and wait for his luggage. A previously 
created phone record "would have been the end of the ballgame." "My 
conviction of the sex misdemeanor charge would have made headlines" and the 
legislature would have removed him from office. (P. 188-190) As noted in 8 
EOC 2.5, Garrison's suggested method for me to purge myself after my "smear," 
of Shaw as homosexual was that "Mr. Hoch should go straight to the bathroom 
and wash his mouth with soap." (A peculiar remedy, if you think about it.) 

Garrison's sensitivity does not extend to S&M, which is not exclusively a 
homosexual entertainment. He even mentions that the whips taken from Shaw’s 
house appeared to have dried blood on them. (P. 147) The chapter on 
connections between Shaw and Ferrie is entitled "The Bonds of Friendship." 

I find it simply indefensible for Garrison, in 1988, to dance around the 
coy observation that Shaw "used his pseudonym as some kind of private game," 
not discreetly but "only in the raffish bars of the lower Quarter" - as if 
Shaw's involvement with Ferrie must have been based on the supposed "covert 
operations" which Garrison discovered (from Clinton to the conspiracy against 
JFK). Shaw's closeted private life provides a possible non-conspiratorial 
explanation not only for an association with Ferrie but for his denial of it. 

There was government and media opposition to Garrison, but he does not 
have much new or compelling to say about it. Sometimes the CIA is a 
convenient whipping boy: "many of the volunteers [helping his staff] were 

with us at the behest of the CIA." (P. 175) Although Garrison had his doubts 
about Charles Spiesel, he let his staff use him as a witness, and his exposure 
at the Shaw trial as totally incredible made Garrison realize "that the 
clandestine operation of the opposition was so cynical, so sophisticated, and, 
at the same time, so subtle, that destroying an old-fashioned state jury 
trial" was easy. (P. 237) 

A properly coordinated CIA operation to discredit Garrison would have had 
James Kirkwood's 1970 book on the Shaw trial, "American Grotesque," published 
in paperback and widely distributed. If you can find that book, read it after 
Garrison's. It is much more convincing, despite its own limited focus. 

Also worth reading: an article by John Mitzel which appeared in in "Fag 

Rag" in 1975, after Shaw's death. (#8, 11 pp.) Although it is marred by 
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unsubstantiated gossip and an occasionally flip style, the analysis of 
outsiders' assumptions about the "quean network" may be important to an 
understanding of Garrison's strategy and Shaw's response. But one need not 
get into the psychodynamics of Garrison's prosecution to appreciate the 
weakness of Garrison's analysis of evidence relating to the assassination. 

Garrison does not even give a consistently good depiction of the china 
shop in which he was bulling around. A skeptic might not see why so many of 
us believed that he might well have solved the case. (For a contemporaneous 
presentation of that context, read Weisberg's "Oswald in New Orleans." One 
small example, not in Garrison's book: Dean Andrews once said he invented the 

names of Clay Bertrand and Ricardo Davis, but we had FBI documents on the very 
real and spooky Davis.) 

If you want to be Machiavellian (or Brussellian) , you might argue that 
this book enhances Garrison's reputation by making him look sloppy rather than 
sinister. He attempts to dismiss, in a footnote, "the periodic allegations 
that I am on friendly terms with organized crime figures." He does not even 
know Carlos Marcello, "nor, for that matter, did I ever in my years as 
district attorney come upon any evidence that he was the Mafia kingpin the 
Justice Department says he is." (Well, Jim, what you didn't come upon is sort 
of the problem, some people say.) 

That is the only reference to Marcello in the text; there are more in an 
afterword by Carl Oglesby, "Is the Mafia Theory a Valid Alternative?" 

Oglesby's arguments would be more persuasive if they were not tied to 
Garrison's "alternative" as presented in this book. 

I will limit this review to a couple of examples of Garrison's analysis. 
When his book gets into checkable areas, it is reminiscent of the Warren 
Report as a lawyer's brief - many claims just don't check out as a fair pre- 
sentation of the known evidence. Concerning his own investigation, we are at 
a particular disadvantage. There are footnotes, but many refer to files which 
were "lost or stolen. Indeed, an entire filing cabinet of documents... was 
stolen while I was working on the first draft of this book." (P. 310) 

All may not be lost; many of his staff's internal memos and files were in 
circulation years ago. I got several hundred Garrison-related pages from Bud 
Fensterwald, and I am sure other critics also have some. Someone should 
gather these sources and check out Garrison's account, and also systematically 
compare details in his first book and this one. 

Garrison makes much of Shaw's work for the CIA, and the Permindex 
connection, which he presents uncritically. (Cf. 6 EOC 1.10.) "It was not 
until much later, well after the Shaw trial... that we discovered Shaw's 
extensive international role as an employee of the CIA. Shaw's secret life as 
an Agency man in Rome trying to bring Fascism back to Italy was exposed in 
articles in the Italian press.... It would certainly have helped our case 
against Shaw to have been able to link him definitively with the CIA. 
Unfortunately, however, with our limited staff and finances, and many leads to 
follow, our investigation was not able to uncover any of this crucial 
background information when we needed it most.” (Pp. 87, 90) Although the 
book only notes in passing that these Paesa Sera articles appeared in 1967 , in 
fact they were reported in the New Orleans press at that time. Of course, 
they became well known, which is why they were discussed in Paris Flammonde's 
book (one of Garrison's cited sources, evidently written before the Shaw 
trial) and in Bill Turner's 1968 Ramparts article. 

Garrison makes a dramatic scene out of telling his chief assistant, Frank 
Klein, that the Warren Commission had deleted the Dallas Morning News map of 
the motorcade from CE 1365. (The map does not show the Houston-Elm zigzag 
through Dealey Plaza.) As with much of the book, I was left with the 
impression that I was getting a cleaned-up recollection - in this case, not 
even a good screenplay. (A reader might even get the impression that Garrison 
himself had discovered this deception by the Warren Commission.) '"Those 



bastards! [said Klein] They just removed the entire motorcade route from the 
front page.... And just what the hell are we supposed to call this? T ... 

I took a puff or two on my pipe. 'This is what you call,' I replied, 'a coup 
d'etat.'" (P. 102-3) For Garrison, this is apparently enough to establish an 
"eleventh-hour change in the President's motorcade route," and he moves on to 
contemplate the CIA brother of Mayor Cabell of Dallas. 

There is easily found evidence against a last-minute route change in the 
Warren Report itself, probably because the DMN map had already been discussed 
in Joachim Joesten's book. (Joesten's first chapter was entitled "The Self- 
betraying Detour.") The Report noted two earlier newspaper stories which 
specified Houston and Elm. (WR 40) Garrison's footnote on the WR evidence is 
evasive at best. (P. 318) Yes, the WC should have published the map; in 
1966, Weisberg noted the relevance of the suppressed map to the question of 
Oswald's prior knowledge of the route. (Whitewash, p. 14; map, p. 23; cf. 
Meagher, p. 36) Yes, serious questions can be raised about the choice of the 
route through Dealey Plaza. (The HSCA staff noted that a "total picture of 
motorcade route logistics" did not emerge in the WC volumes, but the HSCA 
report continued to downplay the fact that the Trade Mart could have been 
reached via Industrial Boulevard. [HSCAR 183; cf. 11 HSCA 521-2.]) But 
neither the map nor its suppression substantiates Garrison's allegation of a 
last-minute change, much less a coup d'etat. This seems to be typical of the 
carelessness of his analysis, and of his tendency to obfuscate real issues. 

The book contains some important new information. For example, Garrison 
reports that in September 1967 he learned from Edward Whalen, a "professional 
criminal," that Ferrie and Shaw had met with him to get him to kill Garrison. 

I do not think I have heard any of this before, and even in Garrison's mostly 
uncritical account Whalen's credibility is reminiscent of Robert Easterling 
and his ilk. But if Garrison really believed Whalen, that might help explain 
why he persisted in his prosecution of Clay Shaw. 

Central Independent TV presents the French connection: 

This 2-hour program has been shown in Europe but not, I think, in the 
U.S.; I can provide the transcript (#9, 95 pages). The program combines two 
basically independent allegations: that an enhancement of the Moorman photo 

shows a gunman in a police uniform (see "Coverups" #3, 10/82) and that the 
assassins were named members of the Corsican Mafia. I have quite a few 
clippings, mostly from England, which I will list later. The gist of the 
press responses (generally negative) can be obtained from these samples: 

#10. 26 Oct 88 (Dallas Morning News) [2 pp.] A summary of the 

allegations in the show and in Steve Rivele's book, with comments from Jim 
Lesar. "Two French drug lords, Christian David and Michel Nikoli," told 
Rivele about the three gunmen from a Marseilles mob group. 

#11. 27 Oct 88 (London Daily Mail) "We Didn't Kill the President" 

Two supposed gunmen were in prison; the third was serving on a minesweeper and 
is planning to sue. "MPs attacked the programme," as did Blakey. "But 
despite the mounting evidence that they had gone horrifically wrong, Central 
TV and the programme's producer-director Nigel Turner refused to withdraw the 
programme's allegation that the Mafia plotted to kill Kennedy." 

Although I am very skeptical, I would like to see the evidence presented 
in writing before coming to any firm conclusions. I expect to see more about 
"badgeman" in Gary Mack's newsletter "Coverups!" (There has been no issue for 
nearly two years, but I heard that Gary intends to revive it.) 

Steve Rivele's book, which was to be published in France, may have been 
canceled, but I have no firm information. Rivele reportedly went into hiding. 

My reactions, for what they are worth: as enhanced images go, badgeman 

looks relatively good, although that is not saying much. But the alleged puff 
of smoke is particularly unconvincing, and it is a long jump from someone in a 
police uniform to an assassin. It is not even clear to me where this person 





is; this program places him behind the fence, but Nova located what appears to 
be the same image at the wall in front of the fence, where the HSCA confirmed 
"black dog man." (4 HSCA 409) Not knowing the details of the enhancement 
process, apparently performed by Jack White and Gary Mack, obviously I am 
concerned that it might be subjective enough to require independent 
confirmation by people who are not at all inclined to find the image. 

Two red flags about the Corsican gunmen: Rivele said that his goal for 
four years has been to find the assassins and bring them to justice. His 
progress from the original French connection (Souetre et al.) to this one is 
unclear. Also, Christian David's allegation that you must know about the 
three shooters to understand the wounds is reminiscent of other claims of 
inside knowledge which may in fact derive from the work of the critics. 

Also, the show's coverage of familiar areas was often quite unpersuasive. 

A half-hour followup has been broadcast in Europe. Some of the Frenchmen 
got to make their denials on camera; one was allegedly in prison for "buggery" 
in 1963. A panel discussion featured a rare public appearance by Howard 
Willens, and Blakey in a particularly feisty mood. 


Jack Anderson's "American Expos&": 

The pre-show hype was more unsettling than the program itself. Is it an 
accident that it appeared on November 2, before the election? I know of no 
political types who picked up and ran with the accusations against Castro. 

The transcript (#12, 10 pp.) is available for $5 from Journal Graphics. 
On the whole, the show struck me as bad journalism (self-aggrandizing and 
sloppy) and bad television (with overdone re-enactments). Typically, the 
sources for a Ruby-Oswald link were Carroll Jarnagin (CE 2821 , 5 WCH 232-4) 
and alleged mistresses of Ruby and LBJ. Incidentally, a photographic study 
"at 3M's Comtal Corporation" proving that the fatal shot came from the knoll 
was apparently done by unnamed people on equipment simply rented there. 

Speaking of proof of Castro's involvement, we can be grateful that 
neither Jack Anderson nor the Bush campaign told us that Oswald was almost a 
card-carrying member of the ACLU. Mere tardiness by the ACLU may have kept 
the Dallas Police from finding an ACLU card among Oswald's "pocket litter" 
when he was arrested. On November 4, 1963, the ACLU received Oswald's money 
for an associate membership, with a request for information "as to how I may 
contact ACLU groups in my area." (He also asked the CPUSA in writing about 
the ACLU and put it on his P.0, box, all apparently after attending a meeting 
of the Dallas affiliate. See CE 783, CE 1388, CD 2213, and Newman's book.) 

At the AARC office some years ago, I glanced at a DPD file on the ACLU, which 
could be interesting. The ACLU was on the Dallas Police list of "extremist 
and subversive" organizations (4 WCH 194; CE 710 [unpublished], 2 pp., #13). 


Kinder, gentler reporting: On the whole, I thought the critics and our 

arguments were treated relatively well in November. My non-buff friends liked 
the attached article by Bob Katz, and so did I, especially because Bob got in 
enough facts to indicate that what we are doing is based on real evidentiary 
issues. In principle, I don't much like being singled out, although an 
article focusing on the network of critics and their varied approaches would 
have been a different one and perhaps less publishable in Boston. 


Credits: Thanks to P. Collins (#11), L. Harris (10), and R. Ranftel (8). 


Subscription information: There were three 10-page issues of EOC last year. 

The minimum rate for a paid subscription is $0.05 per page plus postage, or 
$2.25 for 1988 in the U.S. For postage to Canada, add $0.05 per issue; to 
Europe, $0.58; to Australia, $0.65. Payment must be in U.S. funds; please 
make any checks payable to me, not to EOC. No subscriptions expire without 
notice; if you get EOC but do not want it, please let me know. 
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